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MONDAY, DECEMBER 18, 2000

H020123 PECPLE v. MORGAN- TULLY
The judgnent is affirmed. (not published)
(Prenmo, Acting P.J.; W concur: Bamattre-Mnoukian, J.,
Winderlich, J.)
Fi |l ed Decenber 18, 2000

H020660 PECPLE v. REYES
The judgnent is affirmed. (not published)
(Prenmo, Acting P.J.; W concur: Bamattre-Mnoukian, J.,
Winderlich, J.)
Fi |l ed Decenber 18, 2000

H021128 MOLINA v. ALTOS CARDI OVASCULAR MEDI CAL ASSCCI ATES, et
al .

The judgnent is affirnmed. (not published)
(Prenmo, Acting P.J.; W concur: Bamattre-Mnoukian, J.,
Winderlich, J.)
Fi |l ed Decenber 18, 2000

H019962 PFFEFERBAUM v. CASPER, et al.

The trial court's order of March 23, 1999, affirmng in part
and denying in part appellant's petition for wit of mandate is
affirmed. The parties are to bear their own costs on appeal and
cross-appeal . (not published)

(Bamattre- Manouki an, J.; W concur: Preno, Acting P.J.,
Winderlich, J.)
Fi |l ed Decenber 18, 2000

HO020030 PEOCPLE v. WLLIAMS, et al

The judgnent is affirnmed. (not published)
(Bamattre- Manouki an, J.; W concur: Preno, Acting P.J.,
Winderlich, J.)
Fi |l ed Decenber 18, 2000
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TUESDAY, DECEMBER 19, 2000

H020566 PEOCPLE v. W NTERS

The judgnent is nodified to reduce the $800 restitution fine
to $100 and is affirnmed as nodified. The clerk of the court is
directed to correct the abstract of judgnment. (not published)
(Prenmo, Acting P.J.; W concur: Bamattre-Mnoukian, J.,
Winderlich, J.)
Fi |l ed Decenber 19, 2000

H021505 In Re STEVEN F.; DFCS v. CAROCLI NE M
The judgnent is affirmed. (not published)
(Prenmo, Acting P.J.; W concur: Bamattre-Mnoukian, J.,
Winderlich, J.)
Fi |l ed Decenber 19, 2000

HO19936 PEOPLE v. CHAVEZ

The judgnent is affirmed. (not published)
(Bamattre- Manouki an, J.; W concur: Preno, Acting P.J.,
Winderlich, J.)
Fi |l ed Decenber 19, 2000

HO20815 CHEN v. PAN

The trial court did not abuse its discretion in denying the
bel at ed request for a continuance. Although we conclude there
was no abuse of discretion, we will not conclude the appeal was
frivolous and decline to award Ms. Chen attorney fees on appeal.
However, Ms. Chen is entitled to her costs on appeal as the
prevailing party. (not published)
(Bamattre- Manouki an, J.; W concur: Preno, Acting P.J.,
Winderlich, J.)
Fi |l ed Decenber 19, 2000
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VEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 20, 2000

H020218 PECPLE v. MALDONADO

The judgnent is affirmed. (not published)
(Bamattre-Manouki an, J.; W concur: Preno, Acting P.J.,
Winderlich, J.)
Fi | ed Decenber 20, 2000

HO21485 PECPLE v. CHADD
The judgnent is affirmed. (not published)
(Prenmo, Acting P.J.; W concur: Bamattre-Mnoukian, J.,
Winderlich, J.)
Fi | ed Decenber 20, 2000

HO21610 PECPLE v. HARRI S
The judgnent is affirnmed. (not published)
(Prenmo, Acting P.J.; W concur: Bamattre-Mnoukian, J.,
Winderlich, J.)
Fi |l ed Decenmber 20, 2000

HO20545 PECPLE v. HARRI S
The judgnent is affirmed. (not published)
(Prenmo, Acting P.J.; W concur: Bamattre-Mnoukian, J.,
Winderlich, J.)
Fi | ed Decenber 20, 2000

H019885 PECPLE v. TURNER, et al.

The judgnents are affirnmed. (not published)
(Bamattre- Manouki an, J.; W concur: Preno, Acting P.J.,
Winderlich, J.)

Fi | ed Decenber 20, 2000

HO1L8156 PECPLE v. GREMM NGER

The judgnent is affirmed. (not published)
(Cottle, P.J.; We concur: Preno, J., Elia, J.)
Fi | ed Decenber 20, 2000
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THURSDAY, DECEMBER 21, 2000

H020227 PECPLE v. JOHNSON

The judgnent is affirmed. (not published)
(Elta, J.; We concur: Cottle, P.J., Mhara, J.)
Fi |l ed Decenber 21, 2000

H019362 BEUTLER v. CTY OF SAN JOSE

The judgnent is affirmed. (not published)
(Mhara, J.; W concur: Cottle, P.J., Elia, J.)
Fi |l ed Decenber 21, 2000

HO20224 COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA v. MAHLER

The order denying defendant’s notion for nodification of
child support is reversed. The cause is renmanded to the trial
court for further proceedings in accordance with the views
expressed herein. (not published)
(M hara, J.; W concur: Cottle, P.J., Eia, J.)
Fi |l ed Decenber 21, 2000

H020666 PEOPLE v. STEVENS

The order requiring defendant to pay $200 for attorney's
fees is stricken, and the judgnment is affirmed as nodified. (not
publ i shed)
(Mhara, J.; W concur: Cottle, P.J., Elia, J.)
Fil ed Decenber 21, 2000
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FRI DAY, DECEMBER 22, 2000

H020799 PECPLE v. SULLI VAN

The judgnent is affirmed. (not published)
(M hara, J.; W concur: Cottle, P.J., Eia, J.)
Fil ed Decenber 22, 2000

HO15755 TOOWEY, et al., v. MLLER et al

The judgnent is reversed. The Tooneys shall be entitled to
a partial new trial on their nuisance cause of action limted to
the issue of the amount of danages for their |oss of use and
enotional distress. The Tooneys shall recover their appellate
costs. (not published)
(Mhara, J.; W concur: Cottle, P.J., Elia, J.)
Fi |l ed Decenber 22, 2000
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